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after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Request For Reconsideration 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 5-6, 9 and 12 as filed on 12/3 1/07 have been 
considered but are not persuasive. 

2. Claims 5-6, 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Honma et al, 
(hereinafter referred to as "Honma"), as was set forth in the Office Action of 10/26/07. 

3. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Honma in view 
of Kobayashi, as was set forth in the Office Action of 10/26/07. 

4. The Applicant presents two substantive arguments contending the Examiner's rejection 
of claims 5-6, 9 under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Honma et al, (hereinafter 
referred to as "Honma") and of claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Honma in view of Kobayashi, as was set forth in the Office Action of 
12/26/07. However, after a careful consideration of the arguments presented, and further 
consideration of the applied references, the Examiner must respectfully disagree and maintain 
the grounds of rejection for the reasons that follow. 

The Applicant argues that the primary Honma reference fails to disclose ". . .wherein said 
quantizer is for quantizing the frequency components up to the position indicated by the control 
signal in the predetermined scanning order. . ." limitation (Amendment of 12/3 1/07: page 2, lines 
4-8) and buttressing the argument by positing that although Honma discloses the use of a 
quantizer, it fails to disclose the use of a quantizer in the embodiment as relied upon by the 
Examiner (Amendment of 12/31/07: page 2, lines 9-21; page 3, lines 1-2). The Examiner 
respectfully disagrees. It is noted that the embodiment relied upon by the Examiner (Honma: 
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figure 17) discloses the use of coding circuits directly connected to the EOB detectors (Honma: 
column 21, lines 25-36: elements 803a-803d & 804a-804d, respectively). Although the reference 
doesn't explicitly go into detail as to nature of the constituent elements of the coding circuits, it is 
noted that they are set in such a manner that the information quantities differ from each other 
(Honma: column 21, lines 22-27). This is inherently ascribes both a quantizer and a variable 
length coder whose combined result allows the production of information quantities that differ 
(Honma: column 18, lines 45-65; column 20, lines 10-20). As such, the Examiner asserts that 
both coding functions are implemented within the coding circuit, but that since those features 
have already been discussed, they are not repeated with regards to the embodiment of figure 17, 
which is more concerned with the implementation of the EOB circuitry as Honma clearly 
discloses the interconnectivity of the various embodiments (Honma: column 17, lines 20-30; 
column 23, lines 25-30). There is even a more detailed version of the teaching that does that 
shows the direct connectivity of a quantizer with an EOB detector (Honma: column 24, lines 5- 
25). Accordingly, the Examiner maintains that the limitation is met. 

In response to applicant's arguments against the references individually (Amendment of 
12/31/07: page 3, lines 3-13) , one cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references 
individually where the rejections are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 
F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co.. 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 
(Fed. Cir. 1986). In particular, since the Examiner has already shown that Honma address the 
quantizer and EOB connectivity, Kobayashi is not required to meet this limitation by itself, but 
addresses the feature with its combination with the primary reference. 
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Conclusion 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Andy S. Rao whose telephone number is (571)-272-7337. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8 hours. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mehrdad Dastouri can be reached on (571)-272-741 8. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Andy S. Rao 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2621 
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/Andy S. Rao/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 262 1 
March 27, 2008 



